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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Appellant Rodney Earl Risper appeals his convictions and sen-
tences, pursuant to his plea of guilty, on one count of conspiracy to
distribute and possess with intent to distribute cocaine and cocaine
base, 21 U.S.C.A. §§ 841, 846 (West 1981 & Supp. 1998), and one
count of use and carry of a firearm in relation to a drug trafficking
crime, 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1) (1994) (current version at 18 U.S.C.A.
§ 924 (c)(1) (West Supp. 1999). Risper contends that he received
ineffective assistance of counsel, that Government prosecutors
engaged in misconduct, and that the evidence was insufficient to sup-
port his guilty plea to the § 924(c)(1) charge. We affirm.

Because the claims regarding ineffective assistance of counsel and
prosecutorial misconduct rely on evidence not in the record, we find
that these claims are better raised, if at all, in a motion under 28
U.S.C.A. § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1998). See United States v.
Hanley, 974 F.2d 14, 16 n.2 (4th Cir. 1992) (court will not review
ineffective assistance of counsel claims on direct appeal unless it con-
clusively appears on the record that appellant was not provided with
effective representation).

Looking at the entire record, we find that the evidence was suffi-
cient to support the finding that Risper carried a firearm during and
in relation to a drug trafficking offense. See United States v. Mitchell,
104 F.3d 649, 653 (4th Cir. 1997); United States v. Zorrilla, 982 F.2d
28, 30 (1st Cir. 1992).
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Accordingly, we affirm Risper's convictions and sentences. We
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and argu-
ment would not aid in the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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